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PART I— Section 1 

Notifications rclAting to Non-Statutory Rules, Regulations and Orders and Resolutions issued 
by the Ministries of the Government of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by 

the Supreme Court 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
New Delhi, the SO th May 1963 

No. 1/2/68-AN.— The President is pleased to nominate Rani 
Lakshmi of Nancowry to. the Advisory Committee in respect 
of the Union Territory of Andaman and Nicobar Islands as- 
sociated with the Chief Commissioner of the Islands in place 
of Rani Chlianga of Katthall, w T ho has been nominated to 
the Home Minister's Advisory Committer. 

The term of Rani Lakshmi will expire on the 31st March, 

1964. 

A. D. PANDE, Joint Secy. 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Communications Division) 

New Delhi, the 28 Ih May 1963 

No. 2672-PTI/63.— The President hereby directs that with 
effect from the 1st June, 1963, the following further amend- 
ments all be made in the Post Office Savings Bank Rules, 
1 881, namely;— 

In the sakl Rules,— 

(II in sub-rule (2) of rule 23, the last sentence shall be 
omitted; 

(ii) below sub-rule (2) of rule 28, the following exception 
shall be inserted, namely:— 

"Exception. This facility shall not be available at me 
head offices and sub-offhes for which ledgere are 
maintained officcwise in the head office, except in 
cases where the salaries of teachers and otner 
employees of the Department of Education are to 
be deposited by the educational authorities at a 
head office in accounts standing at a sub-office, fir 
as the case may be, at a branch office, subordinate 
to it." 

C. U. GULATT, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agriculture) 

New Delhi, the 25 th May 19GS 

No, 26-I8/63-FD.— The Government of India have decided 
to make the following further amendment in the Ministry 
of Food 8c Agriculture (Department of Agriculture) Resolu- 
tion No. 5-21/59-Ell duLed the 22nd November, I960 publish- 
ed in the Gazette of India, December 3, I960. 

In para 4 after the entry "(i) Chairman-Minister of Food 
and Agricultuie”, the following entry shall be inserted, t hr.., 
(1A) “Seniot Vice-Cliairman-Miiiister tor Agriculture”, 

V. D. GANG VL, Dy. Secy. 


(Department of Agriculture) 

New Drlhi, the 30 th May 19G3 

No. 7-7/6S-LD.- In terms of Rule V(2) of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Central Council of Gosamvardhana, the 
Government of India are pleased to nominate Shri L J. Naidu, 
Joint Secretary in the Ministry of Food and Agriculture 
(Department of Agriculture) as Vice-President of the Council 
vice Shri Ameer Raza. Joint Secretaiy in the Ministry of Food 
and Agriculture, until further orders. 

New Delhi, the 31.it May 1963 

No. 7-6/63-LD,— In pursuance of the Provision of bye-law 
XU (4) of the Bye-laws of the Central Council of Gosam- 
vardhana, the Government of India are pleased to publish 
the account of the receipts and payments of the Central Coun- 
cil of Gosamvardhana for the financial year 1961-62 together 
with the Auditor’s report thereon, for general information. 


CENTRAL COUNCIL OF GOSAMVARDHANA 


Receipts and Payments for the year 1961-62 


Opening Balance and Receipts 

1. Opening Balance 

i. In the current Account with 

the State Bank of India . 9,334-21 

ii. In Cash with the Secretary . 200-00 

2. Monies received from the State 
Government and the Govt. of India 
as grants : 

i. Government of India . . 5,44,000-00 

3. Other monies received by the 
Society 

i. Recovery of deposits and ad- 
vances refundable . . . 4,136-00 

[ii. Advertisements and sale of Go- 
samvardhana Journal 

a. Advertisement . . . 2,952-51 

b. Sale of Journal . . 12,504-77 

iii. Miscellaneous Receipts 

Miscellaneous . . . 1,669-38 

Securities Deposits . 750-00 

Receipts from Central Gularbhoj 

Gosadan .... 9,214-69 


9 . 534-21 

5,44,000-00 

4,136-00 
2,952' 51 

12,504-77 

1,669-38 

750-00 

9,214-69 


Expenditure and Closing Balance 


A. Administration : 


1. Pay of Officers 


22,570-49 

2. Pay of Establishment 


42,593-20 

3. Leave Salary & Pension 
Contribution . 


4.67f33 

4. Provident Fund Contribu- 
tion & Gratuity. 

5. Allowances ana Honoraria 
a. Travelling Allowance 


5.453-77 

13,687-18 

b. Dearness Allowance . 

3,209- 18 


c. House Rent and other 
Allowances 

18,681-76 


d. C.H.S. Contribution 

2,429 • 00 

38,007-12 

6 . Contingencies : 
a. Rent for office (including 
Water & Electricity) . 

6,784-07 


b. Postage Telegram & Tele- 
phone charges . 

14,192- 15 


c. Books & Publications 

583-09 


d. Stationery & Forms . 

6,023-87 


c. Printing & Advertisements. 

8,702-28 


1. Office Expenses & Misce- 
llaneous .... 

5,390-05 


g. T ypewriter 

2,792 • OI 


h. Furniture. 

3,981-06 


i. Stall Car 

14,646-01 

63.094-59 


I.76.390-50 


Total Administration : 

B, Travelling Allowance to 

Members .... 12,210-08 

C. Measures taken in connection 
with the Gosamvardhana : 

1. Gosamvardhana Week Ce- 
lebrations .... 43,814-96 

2. Gaushala Managers Train- 
ing Centre . , . 32,264-33 

3. Gosamvardhana Journal 

Scheme .... 39.993’ 16 

4. Milk Yield Competition . 11,500-00 
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5. Stray Cattle Catching Sc- 
heme , 

6. Training in Hides Flaying . 

7. Salvage of Dry Cattle 

8. Transit Camp . 

9. Financial Assistance to 
State Councils . 

10. Supply of Breeding Bulls . 

11. Exhibition Units 

12. Gularbhoj Gosadan . 

13. Subsidy on Famines . 

D. Desposits& Advances refun- 
dable .... 

E, Refund to Govt, of India of 
C.C.G. grants . 


77,312-12 
20,433-53 
1,959- 80 
6,150- 66 

11,759' 50 
26,788-00 
25,543-7i 
31,719-72 

15,094-00 3,44,333 49 

13,755-00 
9,534-21 


Total A to E . . . 5,56,223-28 

Closing Balance . . . 


Grand Total 


i. In current Account with the 
State Bank of India . 

ii. In Cash (Imprest) with Sec- 
retary .... 


28,338-28 

200-00 


5,84,761-56 Grand Total 


5,84,761-56 


Sd /- P. C. BAJPAI, 
25-10-62 
Asst. Secy. 


K. C. SARKAR, Under Secy 


dr 

(stfsr tom) 

WfofJVTT 

Tf 31 ir£, 1963 

Wo 7-6/63 do %totototo tor? % TT-fdTRT % tom XII (4) T TTTT % T-TinT, trm TmiT 

totol torto tom % I 96 1-62 T fato to to TlftT dr TFnto T tot to to TrtTR; to fto? to^T Vm SfFmft % feRt 
STt'lftlfT T i? I 

tosto tostor torj 1 961-62 $ fro; snfar dr wmto 


SP-T to T«fT 5TTf r rr 


i-toton toto 


i. to : 



If tofan : 



i. W6 jfa WTF Ilfs 9 1 



i. totototwritoT . 


22,570' 49 

% rn^q- mr f^mr 



2- ftoto TT tod 


42,593* 20 

* 

9,334' 21 





ii. totodrurim . 

200' 00 

9,534' 21 

3. ?$rdr WiT qd'i m '’iffd 






tom 


4,671 ' 33 

2. rm HTFTT dr 3Tm 



4. tomtofa tom 



WTfll B- WJTFT % 



miujtot 


5,453* 77 

i*T ij STTTT ft* *to : 



5 . dr nww : 



i. vrrer wwf 1 

5,44,000' 00 

5,44,000' 00 

(Wl) Tm^rTT 

1 3, 067 ' 18 


3 . rftrrrT^fr ^ft srm 



(*?) q^niBtTT . 

3,209* 18 


JIT tSFH TttRI ; 






j. 5 trt dr ^nto toft 

O 

O 

C£i 

4136' 00 

(t) rttt 'tom 

18,681 * 76 


m to'jTfft 






ii. faJim to torn 
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to qfrnid dr 



m to tom 

2,429' 00 

38,007* 12 
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(t) Itom 

2,952' 51 

2,952* 51 

6. 'Krrrr tor : 
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12,504 ' 77 
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farTT 
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1,669' 38 
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14,192' 15 


'srtrpRT^nTT 

‘TROTRr 

750' 00 

750' 00 
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9,214' 69 

9,214' 69 
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. 
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(?) 97#^ 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
New Delhi, the 24 th May 1963 

No. 13/13/63-E.Pty.— In exercise of the Dowers conferred 
hy suh-rule (.1) of rule 133-V of the Defence of India 
Rules, 1962. the Central Government is pleated to order that 
all pronerty in Tndia moveable or immoveable, belonging to, 
or held bv or managed on behalf of Messrs. Chinese Res- 
taurant (owner Shri Chiv Wan Chons;) of Kharea Road, P.O. 
Ghum, District Darjeclins. shall vest in the Custodian of 
Enemy Property for India. 

No. 12/19/68-E.Pty,— In exercise of the powers conferred 
hv silh-rule fl) of rule 133-V of the Defenre of India Rules. 
1962. the Central Government is pleased to order that all 
property In India, moveable or immoveahle belonging to, 
or held by or managed on behalf of the following persons 
shall vest in the Custodian of Enemy Property for India:— 

fl) Mr. Lin Khai Fong. Shoe Maker, Silchar. 

f2) Mr. Chung Hon Hang, Cabinet Maker, Silehar. 

(3) Mrs. Kin Sen Chinese. Dentist, alias Mrs. Fung Sen 
alias Lisus Shan alias T.ise Fug, Silchar. 

f4) Dr. I.ui Pang. Huen, Dentist, Silchar. 

No, 13 112 /63-E.Ptv — Tn exercise of the powers conferred 
h" sub-rule fl) of rule 133-V of the Defence of India Rales, 
1662. the Central Government is pleased to order that all 
property in Tndia, moveable nr immoveable belonging to. or 
held bv or managed on behalf of Messrs. HO FOO Co., 
P.O. Makum Tunction. District Lakhimpur. Assam shall vest 
In the Custodian of Enemy Property for India. 

New Delhi, the 30 th May 1963 

No, 22/ 1 6/62-F. Pt v — In exercise of the powers conferred hy 
sub-rule fl) of rule 133-V of the Defence of India Rules, 1962. 
the Central Government is pleased to authorise the persons 
specified in Column 3 of the Schedule hereto annexed to carry 
on the trade or business of the firm specified in Column. 1 
thereof subject to such directions as may Ire issued from time 
to time by a Controller, Deputy Controller or Inspector of 
Enemy Firms appointed under the said Rules. 

ScHtmti.E 


Name of Finn Address persons authorised 


1 2 1 


Messrs Lie Hmg NaDa Pool, FEbru- (i) Sm. Long Khap 
Shoe Making garh P.O. Distt. ane 

Finn. Lakh : mpur, Assam (ii) Sm. Kham Pong 


No. lS/lS/fiS-E-Ptv.— In exercise of the powers conferred bv 
sub-rule fl) of rule 133-V of the Defence of India Rules, 1962, 
the Central Government is pleased to order that all property 
in India, moveable or immovrablc belonging to, o T held by, 
or managed on behalf of Messrs. Cham Facbee. Chinese 
Dentist and Chin TTIn. Dentist, Hnfiong. T.T. Mlkir ft N. C. 
Hills, Assam (owners— Mr. Chiang Min To and Mrs. Cliiang 
Chin Sin Mo), shall vest in the Custodian of Enemy Property 
for India. 

No. lS/16/63-F..Ptv.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-rule (D of rule 133-V of the Defence of India Rules. 1962. 
the Central Government is pleased to order that all nroDcrtv 
In India moveable or immoveable belonging to, or held by. 
or managed on behalf of Messrs. Fenly Sc Co., KhaHamarl 
P.O, Dibmgarh. District Lakhimpur, Assam (owner Mr. L in 
Hung) shall vest In the Custodian of Enemy Property for 

C. S. RAMACHANDRAN, Jt. Secv, 


MINISTRY OF EDUCATION 

New Delhi , the 29 th May 1963 

No. F.1-20/62-SW-S,— In continuation of the Ministry of 
Education's notification No. F.1-20/62-SW.3, dated the 7th 
February 1963. the Government of India arc pleased to 
nominate the following as members of the Central Social 
Welfare Board for the remaining period of the Board's 
term:— 

1. Smt. Buchi Krishnamma (Andhra Pradesh). 

2. Kum. Gayatri Gupta (Uttar Pradesh). 

3. Smt. Anis Kidwai, Member Rajya Sabha. 

4. Shn I. D. N. Sahi, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Com- 

munity Development, Panchavati Raj and Coopera- 
tion (representative of the Ministry of Community 
Development, Panrhayatl Raj and Cooperation). 

NAUHRIA RAM, Dy. Educational Adviser. 


Rif 29 *nf, 1963 

rn*rr (TRio l-20/62.n^orRF«t;- 3 .-'fFryrr rntvTN 7 drrarfl, 
1963 R^niTTEol-SQ^-trR-og^vr^o 3 t arrrf, 

RTTFT FI F TH PdH l tTf l i : ^ FFTT RTyRlUf 

RPffl aprfHj- ^ fpni HrJFd ^ FTR ^ HFnrt} FTlft — 

1. nfMt ^ finwr orfvj 

2 . rwft ipvtr (inn irftn 

3. kftRrft ocfhr rtfrt, tiw fctt 

4 tsft wfo ^?o (IR-O HT^, FP^rT wtrrr, HTR/JTfVfi 
fqTHF , TgT W 7F3T RifTlffd! FNRTN' (FF 5 - 

^ I 

d IV fa N T 7TR, !3R iVi?! TOPHI 


MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS 

(Department of Transport! 

(Transport Wing) 

RESOLUTION 

Ports 

New Delhi, the 28 th May 1963 

No. 17-PG(87)/62.— The Government of India have received 
the Administration Report of the Vishakhapafnam Port for 
the year 1961-62. The salient features of the Report are 
reviewed below:— 

1. FINANCIAL RESULTS:- 

(a) Port Fund.— The total rrvenue of the nort (excluding 
the Pilotao-e Account and Special rercints) during the vear 
was Rs. 167.89 lakhs as compared with Rs. 1R6.96 lakhs dur- 
ing the vear 1960-61. The decrease in revenue was due to 
a fall in traffic in liigh-incorac earning commodities. 

The expenditure (excluding special expenditure and ex- 
penditure charged to the pilotage Atrnunf) during the vear 
under review was Rs. 108.17 lakhs as against Rs. 85.23 lakhs in 
1960-61. Contributions amounting to R>;. 30 lakhs rnvl Rs. 5 
lakhs wet" made 'O the Dcurrriation Reserve Pund and the 

Revenue Reserve Fund respectively during 1961-62. The yeaxV 
working disclosed a net surplus of Rs. 2.93 lakhs. 

(hi Pilotage Account,— The gross income and expenditure 
under the Pilotage Account during 1961-62 were Rs. 2.54 lakhs 
and Rs. 2'00 lakhs, rcsncctivclv, resulting in a surplus of 
Rs. 0-54 lakhs during the year, 

(c) Reserve Funds.— The position with regard to the balance 
in the various funds at the end of the year was satisfactory. 

2. TRAFFIC 

(at Trade.— The total dead weight tonnage of imports 
which passed through the Port during the vear 1951-62 was 
13.96 lakhs tonnes as against 13.86 lakhs tonnes in the Pre- 
vious year registering an increase of 0 10 lakh tonnes. The 
increase was mainly due to increase in the import of Am- 
monium Nitrate, machinery, Railway materials. Shipbuilding 
materials and Petroleum Products. 

The exports during the vear 1961-62 amounted to 14-57 
lakhs tonne* as against 14.62 lakhs tonnes in the previous: 
vear. The decrease of 0.05 lakh tonnes was mainly due to 
the decrease in the export of manganese ore. The main 
items of exports were bunker coal, Myrabolans. food grains 
(wheat). Jute raw, gunnies, molascs, pig iron. Manganese Ore, 
Iron ore, Chrome ore, sugar, petroleum pro-ducts, and tobacco. 

(b) Shipping. — The number of foreign going vessels which 

entered the port during 1961-62 was 382 with a total tonnage 
of 1,771.492. The corresponding figures for the previous vear 
sverc 478 and 21.55.009 tons. 227 Coastal Vessels with a 
total tonnage of 7.90,181 visited the Port during the vear under 
review as against 144 with a total tonnage of 4 73,301 during 
1960-61. 6 ’ s 

The M. V. "EASTERN MARINER” of length 569/ OA. 
with a gross tonnage of 12,308 was the longest merchant vessel 
and the M. V, "BALI" with draft fore 30’ 06" and aft. 31' 
(Lhj. . length 520' O.A, and G.R.T. 9.646 was the deepest 
vessel which entered the Port during the year 1961-62. 
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3. LABOUR:- 

Thc labour situation continued to be satisfactory during 
the year 1961-62. The Vizagapatam Dock Workers (Regula- 
tion of Employment) Scheme, 1959 was implemented during 
the year. About 900 workers in various categories were 
registered in the Reserve Pool. Daily time rate wages were 
iixed for the various categories of workers anil an intonlivc 
scheme based Upon uniform datums was Introduced. The 
registered workets were given an attendance allowance Re. 1 
per day for the days work toul.1 be found for them and 
guaranteed minimum wages for 12 days. This guarantee 
was raised to 14 days wages with effect Irom 1st January, 

1962. 

4. CAPITAL WORKS:- 

Capital works of an aggregate value of Rs. 64,99,527 were 
catricd out during thr year 1961-62 bringing the total Capi- 
tal Outlay by the Government of India on the port during 
the post-war years lo about Rs. 500 lakhs. 

5. PORT FIRE SERVICES:— 

The Port Eire Services consist of a Fire float which is 
equipped with salvage gear and a pm table pump manned by 
a stall of 31 including one Fire Safety Inspector. 

During t’nc year the service attended to 8 lire calls, out 
of which seven were small fires and one was a serious one. 

6 . AMENITIES TO STAFF:- 

Thc Port Administration’s Welfare measures covered a vast 
variety ol activities, such as sports, cultural programmes, 
canteens, rest-slhcdy clubs, general medical attention, etc. 
As usual, grantu from the stafE Welfare Fund wcr e given to 
needy employees, staff clulis etc. 

Ordered that a copy of this Resolution be coniinunualed 
to all concerned and also published in the Gazette of India. 

G, VENKATESWARA AYYAR, Sccy. 


vfVtnrR TRr 4 rr rNfunn 
( fT ' ftOM forHRf) 

TOFT 

<TTDT 

Rf FPeeft, 28 r4, 1963 
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wptr wt(l: 2 54 tqpjq- pppp] 3 jfj 2 Tjcpi ^ I g ei RTPTC 
frr n4 t54 apfl 1 ^ , 

(r) anfF*in FdFwni-Rsf 4 ar^r if Mjr otrF 4" 
arfVujfa t )4 foifff RflhsiHR *fh 

2. 'HmTRPT:- 

(R) — iff *4 5 ff MtH 4 ?F 4 Rt 4 3 tl'-||d 9 R sf^ef 

5 R*rrc 13.96 eff?r m «n aw Fr Fnwr t 4 13. 88 nnpr 


tr Rf i irr ito grr «rraifr 4 1 0 10 ^ ^ ^ 

i pr ^ 'ff TTfRf w *fr arnffTw 
Rklfld!', 4 fffRNT, TifFfT iWw ^ ffTTfTR 3ff? tfjfjf 
fTHTR" ^ 3fIRfff Jf ^1 

1961.62 if 14 : 57 ^ ww ? R df ' d ^ 3 tt fVf- 

Ar 14.62 pttct ^vp ip^f qrr ^3Tf an i ifV- 

4br 4 1 ^ 4 ° : ft 6 enpr ^ 

^ g^i nnn nrhref, RTfWeDf, tor’ ( 4 ^), 
fftif, nW eif^, 4' , ji4i'H ^4?, -aTEfTif atf?, 
ati, 444, TTfff 4. ffTRFr arfi fmfff fVn 

j iri i 

(IT) vlf ; Mf|ffi-1961-62 if qypq- ^ fi^f 1 Efp4 

rw 382 4^ fVr^T nffT rr Rfr l, 77 l ,492 a g | 
frof 4 rV- 110 ' 5fW: 478 3 ^ 2155 009 ^ 

44f rf ^ef 790181 d -i rp 4 227 tic'n ^STgrrsf 
| 7 vDf t?r 31 t4i fW P<m4d 1960.61 if -qyjp 473 304 5 -^-. 
RTF 4 1 44 ^ I 

1961.62 jf ^ 3TF J ^ if 569 rp-? atfo t^o rfnf 

12 308 ^ s-n RR- nn tpro 4fo 447 rt” fr«r4 ef^if 

3rnt 4 aift 30 tfy? 6 ^ .3tr4 rrt aift 31 t^ 3| 

TV ftraet RPf 4 ^RPf RTvlT 320 3yf 0 Do cmf Ran 

9,646 7f5Tf?r tfifTcn nn ‘nn4’ mn^r rt 4 arftni e^nn 
^raf ijffsr am 

3. «I?JTO:- 

1961.62 if sjfipqrf Ffarffr ffnkwE r4?i ?rr 

hiiibiiiirHt-i m r.4vii 4 (Fhmn! fnwn) nbrnr. 1939 
wr; i anffgrr 'i^r 4" Mr^t Tnf 4 900 ^firn; 

ffwf rtt i tdW" 4 MVer rr 4 4 fen? w 
Ti 4 Rvi^4 Prw ^ vf aiF? wn' 3nw rirr! qr 
3fnf4Vfr RR? nfcRnrn nfsmr imhi. n/, 1 H4n?tT? 

RTJ 3f?Rnrf tft v3 d ?qn| 4 TvffJ 5fT vj ?ffR RRR" RP-Ff 
f4nn RRf, Wert nfniVn tjntfaiffr Rrn fW ''4V 
12 fc-R 4 Ffnr RFW RvHd /i 1*4 ITRVt $ R^ l 1,1,1962 
4 ns RTiVf 12 fm 4 rst 45! 14 nf f i 

4. ^4NtTT fdnfui IFTlf:- 

1961.62 if 6 499 527 ^4 ^4 5 , 717 ^ 4 fnifor nn4 
r-rer ^ rt 5 aifr set jmnr tfer ^ qnftR-R ^rrH 
nmf nr rtte ^ nn?r 4 fnr ?Rfnw rttr fmnr 4 
eTRRRf 500 ^ ^ ^ | 

5. tntn affrwiDT 4 ht:- 

nrfR affiwRR- 4nr 4 ‘nnnT 9 ^- fVn- 4 nkrqPR 
fVnr efRf 4 trm f^n^ET rfr 4 31 nnfm4 nfR 
9*4 4" FtR 4 4 Ef9i 3ffrR- I^T fR%m 4, ?l4 d vf 4" I 

?fr n4 p - 4?f 4 8 aifiR- tkiucf ^n w ^4nr Frr 4 
4 ffRr aifV tj*; 444 affiRnntJi 4 i 

6. qnfmfmt 1 4 f4^ ^feranf;- 

TfER WfffR 4 term nmf ip ar4f; FrpRfR nn 44 crrT 
3fi4 4 44 4w, EriRtfTWi nn44R, m’4d , F^enfn. 
friRFR Fnf^cfn, ff^f 4f RFr n4m4 wm ?Rfy 

4 RfJn 944ffmF, n444mF 4 nfn4, grmf^ 4P an^fR 
F 93 ^ 1 
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tr^fT ^rrar fa pr TfaeT ^ uttcri RAffar 
^rfW^rr ^ Haft aitV ^ ^ Tire ^ til xr^vifqRT' 

fa*n i 

falRT fa^TT? ^^JT, 7TTWT I 


MIN ISTHY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

New Delhi , the 28 Lh May 1963 

No. 8/138 /G2-LRIL— Whereas, flic decision of Sliri G. I’alit. 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, in respect 
of Lhe matter referred to him under section 36A of tile 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) by the Order of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and. 
Employment No. S.O. 903 dated the Jst April, 1960, seeking 
correct interpretation of paragraph 141 of the Decision of 
the Labour Appellate Tribunal dated the 29th January, 1957 
on the Award of the All India Indusliial Tribunal (Colliery 
Disputes) was published in Pait 1 Section I of the Gazette 
of India dated the 27th August, 1960 with the notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. 3/25/59-LRII dated the 20th August, 1900; 

And, whereas, the matter was remanded by the Hon’ble 
High Couil of Judicature at l’atna for a fresh decision by the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad; 

Now, thetefote, the decision of Shri Raj Kisliore Prasad, 
CenLtal Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad in respect 
of the said matter is hereby published for general informa- 
tion, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
Df LAN BAD. 

Reference No. 19 or I960 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to t’hc Girimint Coal Mine. 

And 

Their workmen. 

Mr the matter of an interpretation of the Awatd of the 
All India Industrial Ttihunal (Colliery Disputes) dated 2<>th 
May, 1956 as modilicd by the decision of the Labour 
Appellate Tribunal of India dated 29th January, 1957. 

Present: 

Sri Raj Kishore Prasad. M.A., B,L., 

Presiding Officer. 

/Ifi'F.arancks : 

For Girimint Colliery : 

Sliri JJalbhadra Prasad Singh, Advocate, Patna, with Shri 
D. Narsingh, Advocate, Dhanbad, Shri Nagcndra Prasad 
Singh, Advocate, Patna, Shri Kanina Nldlian Keshava, 
Advocate, Patna, and Shri R. Vatma, Chief Personnel Officer. 

Far Tata's Collieries ‘ 

Shri Balbhadra Prasad Singh, Advocate, Patna, Shri Karima 
Nidhau Keshava, Advocate, Patna, and Shri G. Prasad, Chief 
Personnel Olhcci. 

For the Workmen : 

1. Shri Kalyan Roy, Indian Mine Workers' Federation, and 
Colliery Mazdoor Sahha. 

* 2. Shri J, Poddar, for the Colliery Ma/door Congress, and 
All India Khan Mazdoor Federation, 

3. Shri S. K. Rudra, for Colliery Mazdoor Congress, and 
Ail India Khan Mazdoor federation, and 

4, Shri Keshab Banctjec, for India National Mine Winkers' 
Federation, Dhanbad, and Colliery Mazdoor Union, Asansol. 

State : West Bengal, Industry : Coal, 

Camp, Patna, dated the 1th March 1963. 

AWARD 

This reference has come on remand, from the Hon'ble High 
Court of Judicature at Patna, for a lresh decision. 

2- This reference was made by the Government of India, 
Ministry of Labour and Employment, by its Order No, 3/ 
25/59-LR.II dated the 31st March, 1960, under Section 36A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, to tills Tribunal, because 
the employer in relation to the Girimint Coal Mine raised a 
doubt relating to the inteipvelation of the award of the All 
India Industrial Tribunal (Colliery Disputes), commonly 


known as Majumdar Award, dated 26th May, 1956, as 
modified by the decision of the Labour Appellate Tribunal 
dated 29th January, 1957, for decision of the following 

question ; 

"Whether the directions contained in paragraph 141 of 
the said decision of the Labour Appellate Tribunal 
ate applicable to the Conveyer Loaders ?'\ 

3. My predecessor in office, the late Shri G. Palit, by his 
decision dated the 25th July, 1960, answered the reference 
in the affirmative in favour of the workmen concerned hold- 
ing that the directions in para 141 of the said decision of 
the Labour Appellate Tribunal "did apply to Conveyer 
Loadc-is as muen as to other loaders.” 

4. The Bengal Coal Co., Ltd., thereafter, moved the Hoh'ble 
High Court at Patna under Articles 226 and 227 of the 
Constitution of India for quashing the just mentioned 
decision of this Tribunal, and, thereupon, the Hon’ble High 
Court by its Judgment dated 7th May, 1962, which is reported 
as Hrngal Coal Co. Lid. Vs. Chat) matt, Central Govern>rient 
Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, 1962 B.L.J.R. 681=*1962— 
ILL.L.J. 411, sc*L aside the said decision and remanded it for 
itesh decision to this Tribunal with the following directions: 

‘‘We set aside the decision of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, dated the 25th July, 
1960, in Reference CuNe No. 19 of 1960 and order 
that Lhe reference case should go back for decision 
to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Dhanbad, which will now give noUce to all the 
parties to the original Coal Award anil the award of 
Llie Labour Appellate Tribunal and then proceed to 
decide Lhe case in accordance with law.” 

5. According to the above direction of the Hon'ble High 
Court, the Tiilmnal issued registered notices with acknowledg- 
ments due to all the parties to the original Coal Award and 
to the Award of the Labour Appellate Tribunal, which were 
1090 in number, in accordance with Orders No. S.R.O. 691, 
elated the 22nd February 1954; S.R.O. 1311 dated the 9th 
June, 1955 and S.R.O. 1786 dated the 20th May, 1954, 
published in the Gazette of India as No. LR.2 (!7)/54 dated 
the 20th May 1954, sent on the request of the Tribunal, by 
the Ministry of Labour and Employment, Government of 
India, with its letters No. 8/13S/02-LR.II dated 1st December, 
1962 and the 8th December, 1962 in which the names ana 
addresses of all such parties were mentioned in detail. 

0. In response to the said notices, many parties, in spite of 
registered noLices to them, did not appear and contest the 
present reference; but some of them appeared and filed their 
wiilleu statements as mentioned hereinafter, and contested 
Lhe case before this Tribunal. 

7. Amongst the owners of the collieries, only five employer* 
appeared and hied their written statements and contested the 
proceedings. They are; 

(1) Girimint Colliery, which filed its fresh written state- 

ment on 25.1.1963 giving a go-by to its first written 
filed on 8.6.60, before tile first decision of this 
Tribunal; 

(2) The Pench Valley Coal Co. Ltd., and the Amalgamat- 

ed Coal-fields Ltd., which liied a joint written state- 
ment on 7.2.1963; 

(3) Messrs. Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, 
which filed its written statement on 7,2,1963; 

(4) Mews. West BokaTo Limited (West Bokavo Colliery) 
which filed its written statement on 1121.1963; and, 

(5) Messrs. Equitable Coal Co. Limited, which filed its 
written statement on 16.2.1963. 

8. Flic Kanhan Valley Coal Co. (P) Ltd., and the Central 
Piovinccs .Syndicate Private Linked, Dclly (Dale, Byramjl 
Town, Nagpur, sent their written statements separately, which 
were received on 7.3.1963, after the conclusion of the hearing 
on 6.3.1963, but before the order was passed, and, therefore, 
they have also been taken into consideration. No one, however 
appeared at the hearing of the reference at any stage on 
their behalf. 

9. Sii Balbhadra Prasad Sing’h, Advocate, Patna, along with 
Si i D, Narsingh, Advocate. Dhanbad; Sri Nagcndra Prasad 
Singh, A. lvocaLe, Patna, and Shri Kanina Niflhan Keshava, 
Advocate, Palna and Shri Ratnayyaji Varma, Chief Personnel 
Officer, appeared for the Girimint Colliery; and, Shri B. P, 
Singh, along with Shri Karuna Nidhan Keshava and Sliri G. 
Prasad, Chief Personnel Officer, appeared for the Tata 
Collieries. For the oilier Collieries, which hied written state- 
ments, no particular person represented them separately, 
Shri Balhliadia I’rasad Singh, presented the arguments on 
behalf of all the employers. 
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10. Amongst the Unions representing the concerned work- 
men, the following Unions appeared and hied their written 
statements: 

(1) The Indian Mine Workers’ Federation (A1TUC) filed 
its written statement on 20th January, 1905, over 
and above the written statement tiled by it on 19th 
May, 1960 before the remand; 

(2) The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha also filed a fresh 
written statment on 29th January, 1963; 

(3) Colliery Mazdoor Congress, representing the work- 
men of the Girimint Colliery, tiled its fresh written 
statement on 18th January, 1963, over and above Its 
previous written statement filed on 11th May, 1960 
before the remand ; 

(4) Indian National Mine Workers' Federation and 
Colliery Mazdoor Union tiled a joint written state- 
ment on 29th January, 19G3; and 

(5) All India Khan Mazdoor Federation (H.M5.) filed 
its written statement on 29th January, 1963. 

11. These different Unions were represented by different 
representatives. Shri Kalyan Shankar Roy appeared for 
Indian Mine Workers Federation and Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha; Shri Jayant Poddar and Shrl S, K. Rudra for 
Colliery Mazdoor Congress, and All India Khan Mazdoor 
Federation; and Sliri Keshab Banerjee for India National 
Mine Wotkers’ Federation, Dhanbad, and Colliery Mazdoor 
Union, Asansol. 

12. The common, rather the main, defence of the 
contesting employers was that para 141 of the decision of 
the Labour Appellate Tribunal applies only to conveyer 
loaders who load Loal by baskets, like the tub-loaders or 
the loaders of the mine cars, but it does not apply to 
conveyer loaders, who load coal by shovels on to the 
conveyer belts without having to move over any distance. 
The Pcnch Valley Coal Co., Ltd., in para 1 of its written 
statement, admitted that conveyer loaders were paid the 
same wages which were paid to tub-loaders. 

13. The main contention of Shri Balbhadra Prasad Singh, 
on behalf of the contesting employers, was that there are 
two classes of conveyer loaders, namely, Conveyer Loaders 
who load coal by shovels Into conveyer belts, and. Conveyer 
Loaders who load coal by baskets. Shri Singh, therefore, 
conceded that para 141 of the Labour Appellate Tribunal 
decision applies to Conveyer Loaders, but he qualified his 
admission by saying that it applies only to those Conveyer 
Loadens who load with baskets and not to those w'no load 
with shovels. On being questioned by me, Shri Singh 
further conceded that although the reference in question 
admitted of one answer either in the affirmative or in the 
negative, yet this Tribunal had the power and jurisdiction 
to answer it partly in favour of the concerned workmen 
and partly in lavoui of the employers by holding, as asked 
by Sliri Singh, that para 141 of the Labour Appellate 
Tribunal decision applies only to Conveyer Loaders who load 
with baskets and not to those who load with shovels. 

14. On behalf of the contesting workmen, however, it was 
contended by all the representatives of the different Unions 
that the reference could be answered either in the affirma- 
tive or in the negative, and, therefore, it could not be 
bifurcated and answered in the manner asked by Shri Singh. 
It was further contended that if it was conceded by the 
employers that para 141 of die Labour Appellate Tribunal 
decision applied to Conveyer Loaders' Uiere was no scope 
for limiting its application only to Conveyer Loaders who 
load by baskets and not to Conveyer Loaders who load with 
shovels, in as much as, this novel distinction was not made 
by the Labour Appellate Tribunal itself as will appear from 
reading para 141 alongp with para 126 of the decision of the 
Labour Appellate Tribunal. It was; therefore, contended 
that when it was admitted by the employers that PaTa 141 
of the decision of Labour Appellate Tribunal applies to 
Conveyer Loaders who load widi baskets, the refcicnce 
should be answered in the affirmative in favour of the con- 
cerned workmen by holding that the directions in para 141 
of the labour Appellate Tribunal decision are applicable 
also lu Conveyer Loaders, who load by shovels. 

15. The Girimint Colliery in its written statement filed 
on 25th January 1963 appended to it Armexure ‘A’, wherein 
method of extraction of coal and movement of coal from 
the coal face arc mentioned. In para IV of the said An- 
nexure 'A', it is mentioned that the Girimint Cclllery is one 
of the few coal mines in India which has installed Conveyer 
Belts and then it sets out thereafter the mechanical device 
set up by it under which the loaders have to load the 
machine-cut blasted coal. The material portion of 'it is 
as below:— 

“These loaders operate by merely standing close to the 
Conveyor Belt and throwing the blasted coal on 
the Conveyor by means of a shovel. They do not 
load coal into tubs directly; the coal shovelled by 
them on the conveyor belt is loaded into tubs at 
the farther end of the belt as the conveyor moves 


on and they do not have to walk along the belt. 
They do not have to first till a basket and to walk 
over any distance to load the coal into the tub or a 
mine car, which is only another name for a larger 
tub. The exertion undertaken by such a loader 
is proportionately far less than the exertion involved 
in the ordinary method of loading by an ordinary 
loader who has to use a basket and walk a distance 
ot at least 50 feet.” 

16. Sri Singh very strongly relied on para IV of Aunexure 
A, quoted above, and this was relied upon also by the other 
contesting Collieries. Sri Singh also filed a written argument 
indicating the tests to ascertain whether ambiguity arises 
and if so, how to resolve it. It is not necessary, however, 
to deal with this written argument in detail as the contesting 
Unions accepted these tests and did not dispute them and 
rightly so, because they are so well settled that these tests 
could not be challenged. It was not disputed, and it could 
not be, that they aie useful aids to resolve ambiguity, if 
theie be any. 

17. The principal contention of Shri Singh was that the 
conveyor loaders, who load by shovels, which, according to 
the employers ot the different collieries, are not covered by 
para Hi of the Labour Appellate Tribunal decision, is cover- 
ed by para 164 oi the uecjsion of the Labour Appellate 
Tribunal read with para 600 of the Original Coal Award— 
Majumdar Award— which deal with residuary clasi»es of 
workers which have not been specifically dealt with in the 
Award. Sri Singh in order to show that there was internal 
evidence in the decision of the Labour Appellate Tribunal, 
indicating the intention of the Labour Appellate Tribunal 
that Para 141 of its decision should not apply to conveyor 
loaders who load with shovels, relied on several paragraphs 
of the Majumdar Award and the Labour Appellate Tribun- 
al decision. Paras 133, 136, 137, and 149, Item 277 of 
Appendix XI of the Majumdar Award were specifically 
relied upon. Para ISO of the Labour Appellate Tribunal 
decision, wherein the evidence of M.W.15 and M.W.6, exa- 
mined before the Majumdar Tribunal, Is dealt with, was also 
relied upon by Shri Singh. These paragraphs have been 
mentioned also in the written note submitted by Shri Singh. 
On behalf of the concerned workmen also certain paragraphs 
of both the awards were referred to in course of the argu- 
ment but greatest reliance was placed on para 126 of the 
Labour Appellate Tribunal decision. 

18. On behalf of the workmen concerned it was conceedcd 
by Sri Kalyan Shankar Roy that Conveyor Loaders may load 
coal by shovel into conveyor belts or by baskets into conveyors. 
Shri S. K. Rudra, who appeared for some of the Unions, 
developed this point further by submitting that, as will ap- 
pear from para 44 of the Labour Appellate Tribunal deri- 
sion, categorisation of workmen into ten categories was done 
by consent and all the workmen of one category were the 
same and no differentiation was made in the same category 
amongst the workmen of that category due to the nature 
of the work of the different workmen of that category, and, 
therefore, as no difference has been made by the two awards 
between a Conveyor Loader who loads with baskets and a 
Conveyor leader who loads with shovel, the distinction 
pointed out by Shri Singh is untenable and against the origin- 
al Award as well as the Appellate Award of the Labour 
Appellate Tribunal. He further submitted that some con- 
veyor loaders, who are to work in different shifts, and, had 
different coal faces, may have to load coal with baskets at 
one place in one shift and may have to load coal with shovels 
into the conveyor belt at other place in another shift, and, there- 
fore, if this distinction sought to be made on behalf of the 
employers is accepted, the position .would (be anamolous 
in as much as the conveyor loader will get wages at one rate 
if he loads coal with baskets and at another rate If he loads 
coal by shovels. 

19. I have given my best consideration to the arguments 
presented on behalf of both parties and after consideration 
of the same I feel convinced that the direction in para 141 
of the Labour Appellate Tribunal decision apply to all 
conveyor loaders as a class irrespective of the fact whether 
they load coal by baskets or by shovels. When it Is the admit- 
ted case of all the contesting employers that para 141 of 
Labour Appliate Tribunal derision applies to Conveyor 
Loaders who load by baskets, I find no justification for limit- 
ing it to them only and for not applying it to conveyor 
loaders who load with shovels, simply because their labour 
is alleged to be less than that of Conveyor Loaders who load 
with baskets. 

1 will proceed now to give my reasons for coming to this 
conclusion. 

20. One ground may be cleared first. Shri Singh did not 
contend that the present reference being under Section 36A 
of the Act was not maintainable because it was not an indus- 
trial dispute as held by the Patna High Court in Manage- 
ment of Sendra Bansjora Colliery Co. (P) Ltd. V. Shantilal 
M. Bhatt. in M.J.C. 21 of 1961 decided on 6th February 1963. 
The case was argued on the footing that the reference was 
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competent and that the Tribunal had jurisdiction to decide 
the question referred to it for decision. 

It is firmly settled by the decision of the Supreme Court 
in Kirloskar Oil Engines, Limited, Kirkee, Poona, and its 
workmen, 1961-7/X.L./.G75 that a proceeding contemplated 
by Section 36A is not a proceeding intended to enable Lhe 
Tribunal to review or modify its own order, and “Thus, the 
enquiry permissible under Section 36A is limited to the ques- 
tion of tlie interpretation of the provisions of the award in 
question and no more". 

It is equally well settled by the decision of the Supreme 
Court in Jeewanlal (1929) Limited and Its workmen , 1961-1. 
L.L.J. 517-A.I.R. 1961 S.C. 1567 that when the award itself 
does not give definition of any expression used in it and there 
is no statutory definition of it, in such a case it would be 
necessary to examine the question on principle and decide 
what the expression should mean in any given award. 

21. In the light of the above principles, let us examine the 
position in the instant case. 

Labour Appellate Tribunal has dealt with Loaders specifi- 
cally in paras 126 to 142 giving their duty, their workload, 
etc. Conveyor Loaders as such have not been specifically 
and separately dealt with by It. In Para 126 of its decision, 
the Labour Appellate Tribunal said that:— 

'Tnadcrs have been referred to in the award as Machine 
Miners or Machine Cut Coal Loaders. Their duty 
is to load coal Into the tubs, mine cars or conveyors. 
In certain collieries, in Hyderabad, they arc known 
as fillers." 

In the original Coal Award— Majumdar Award— the cate- 
gorisation of the workmen is given in Appendix XII and 
their emoluments directed are given in Chapter XII of the 
said award and in para 574 it is mentioned that :— 

“Our Categorisation cannot claim to cover all the jobs 
in the collieries. It should be possible for the parties 
to fit in the jobs not specifically covered into sui- 
table places depending on the nature of work ”. 

In para 576 the Majumdar Award specifies the main cate- 
gories of piece-rated workers and amongst them are “ (b)" 
“loaders", ’‘(d) wagon loaders." Herein also conveyor loaders 
are not specifically and separately named. 

In Para 659 the Majumdar Award states - — 

"After blasting and dressing. Coal is loaded by other 
workers known as loaders. Loaders have traditional- 
ly taken empty tubs from the nearest haulage points, 
to the working place, loaded the tubs and delivered 
the loaded tubs to the nearest haulage point. This 
practice is quite common throughout India and was 
introduced from the United Kingdom very many 
years ago." 

In para 659 it is not mentioned as to how the tub is to 
be loaded by the workmen known as loaders, whether by 
shovels or by baskets. No such distinction is made and given. 

In Appendix XI to the Majumdar Award, wherein, "Occu- 
pational Nomenclatures and Job Descriptions" are given, a 
“Conveyor” has been described under Item (162), a "Con- 
veyor Nover” under Item (207), a "Loader" under Item (277), 
but no where a "Conveyor Loader" as such has been dealt 
with. In item (277) a "Loader" has been described as ‘‘A 
manual worker xuho only loads coal into tubs or on to con- 
veyors (also known as fillers)"; but herein also the mode of 
loading, whether by baskets or shovels, is not specifically 
mentioned and no such distinction has been made. 

22. On an analysis of the above internal indications in the 
original Coal Award and In the Appellate Award of Labour 
Appellate Tribunal, it is clear (i) that Conveyor Loaders as 
such have not been specifically and separately dealt with in 
any of the aforesaid two Awards, simply because they are 
Included under ‘loaders’ who have been specifically dealt with 
in Para 126 of the Labour Appellate Tribunal decision; (ii) 
that these awards made no distinction between a Conveyor 
Loader who loads by basketj and a Conveyor Loader who 
loads by shovels, as is clear from para 126 just mentioned, 
and, (Hi) that both of these Conveyor Loaders have been 
treated as loaders and, expressly dealt with in Para 126 of the 
Labour Appellate Tribunal decision, quoted earlier, irrespec- 
tive of the manner in which they load coal into Conveyor 
Belts either by baskets or by shovels, 

23. It will appear from the Majumdar Award that one of 
the items of dispute, which were referred to that Tribunal 
for adjudication, was, "2(1) Wages of all categories of wor- 
kers employed in coal mines," including in particular the 
matters specified In sub-clauses (i) to (fv) of Item No,2(l) 
contained in Schedule II of the reference. This item of 
dispute referred makes it clear that the said Tribunal was 


asked to consider the wages of all categories of workers em- 
ployed in Coal mines, which would Include also conveyor 
loaders who load coal by shovels. This inference of mine is 
supported also by paras 575 and 576 of the Majumdar Award. 
Para 575 deals wtth piece-rated workers, and therefore, the 
Award mentioned therein that:— 

“In their case the problem is one of fixing the work-load 
and assuring them of a wage commensurate with the 
nature of the work. The main difference between 
the time-rated and the piece-rated workers is that the 
latter’s wages are directly related to output.” 

In paia 576, referred to also before, the main categories of 
piece-rated workers arc mentioned and they are (a) pick 
miners, (b) loaders, (c) trammers, and (d) wagon loaders. In 
Appendix XI of Volume II of the Majumdar Award under 
"Occupational nomenclatures and Job Descriptions", referred 
to before also, under item 277 a Loader is described as "A 
manual worker who only loads coal into tubs or on to con- 
veyors “ (also known as fillers)". Here, it is not specifically 
mentioned about the loading of coal by loaders into conveyors 
by shovels. In para 137 of the Majumdar Award it Is men- 
tioned that:— 

"In some places conveyor belts are used where coal Is 
loaded bv the loaders on to the conveyors which take 
the coal to the tubs on the main haulage." 

In para 53 of the Majumdar Award Mechanical Conveyors 
are mentioned and therein the total coal conveyed in tons 
" is also mentioned. Shri Singh, on reference to Para 43 of 
the original Award, showing the production of coal year after 
year from 1947 upto the end of 1954 and Lo para 53, showing 
tiie coal conveyed by mechanical conveyors, argued that the 
total coal conveyed by conveyor belts, which are filled by 
conveyor loaders by shovels, is much less, and therefore, If it 
is held that para 141 of the Labour Appellate Tribunal deci- 
sion applies also to conveyor loaders, who load by shovels, they 
would be earning more than what the conveyor loaders, who 
load with baskets. Would be earning. In other Words, Shri Singh 
indirectly wants clarification cum modification of the award, but 
I have no power to modify it. Shri Singh relied on paras 133 
and 136 of the original Award in order to show that when the 
coal is blasted, it is then loaded into baskets and carried on 
head and loaded in empty tubs supplied to them on the 
nearest tram line level. This fart Is not disputed by the 
Union. But when the Award of Labour Appellate Tribunal 
has not made any distinction and demarcation between a con- 
veyor loaders who loads by baskets and a conveyor loader who 
loads by shovels, I do not think I can review the said Award. 
This apart, these considerations, in my opinion, are not at all 
material for deciding whether para 141 applies also to conveyor 
loader, who loads with shovel. Para 13 of the Labour Appel- 
late Tribunal derision defines a loader as “The loader is one 
who loads coal into tubs or mine-cars or conveyors". Para 44 
of the Labour Appellate Tribunal decision, referred to before 
also, says that the workmen have been divided into ten cate- 
gories for their pay and this categorisation has been done by 
consent and each category consists of quite a humber of work- 
men separately designated and having slightly different duties 
and responsibilities. In Appendix XII of the original Award, 
where the categories are mentioned, under Category II (Item 
53) Conveyor Shifting (Surface); under Category III Conveyor 
(Item 162); under Category IV Conveyor Fitter (surface) (Item 
267); under Category V also Conveyor Mover ( Surface ) (Item 
207); under Category VI Conveyor Mover (underground) (Item 
207); are mentioned. These are indications to show that a 
Conveyor Loader, who loads by shovels, waj present in the 
mines of both the Tribunals, Original and Appellate, and, as 
none of the Tribunals intended to make a difference, as sought 
to be made now on behalf of the employers, between a conveyor 
loader, who loads by baskets, and a conveyor loader, who loads 
by shovels a loader has been mentioned to Include both. This 
conclusion of mine is re inforced by Para 126 of Labour Appel- 
late Tribunal decision, read before, that the duty of loaders 
is to .load coal into the tubs, mittecars or conveyors. 

Another fact which supports this conclusion of mine Is that 
it was admitted by Shri Singh also, as asserted by the Union, 
that Shri Majumdar, the Chairman of the Tribunal, visited this 
Girimint Colliery and he saw himself the workings of this 
colliery, and, therefore, it was rightly urged, on behalf of the 
concerned workmen, that the Tribunal knew about Conveyor 
Loaders, who load coal by shovels Into conveyor belts, and 
their case was present In the mine of the Tribunal. 

24. Para 126 of the decision of the Labour Appellate Tribu- 
nal, reproduced earlier, in my opinion, answers the question 
under consideration. Paras 126 to 142 appear under the head- 
ing 'loaders’ in the Labour Appellate Tribunal derision. On 
reading para 126 along with Para 141 there can be no doubt 
that the direction contained In para 141 applies not only to 
Conveyor loaders, who load by baskets, as conceded on behalf 
of the employers, but also to conveyor loaders, who load by 
shovels. I find no reasonable ground why It should not apply 
also to cohveyor loaders, who load by shovels. 
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25. I am unable to accept the argument of Sri Singh 
that para 141 of Labour Appellate Tribunal decinion does not 
apply to Conveyor Loaders, w'no load by shovels, and that 
such workmen are governed by Para 164 of Labour Appellate 
Tribunal decision read with para 600 of the Majumdar 
Award. 


Para 600, just mentioned, mentions that: 

“There are various other categories of piece-rated workers 
like main drivers, floor cutters, sand loaders, over- 
burden workers etc. in respect of whose workloads 

no materials have been placed before us 

We accept the suggestion of Sri Kanti Mehta ami 
direct that the basic wages, of t'hese other categories 
of workers be raised In the same proportion " 


Para 164 of f.abour Appellate Tribunal derision deals with 
the basic wages of Pick Miner, and, says that: 

‘‘For those piece-rated workers for whom no work-loads 
could be fixed the Tribunal has granted the same percentage 
Increase l.c. 58-1/8 per cent in their basic wage which it ‘had 
granted to the Pick Miner which includes consolidation of the 
cash and food grain concessions " 


In my opinion, Para 164 and Para 600, above mentioned 
do not apply to Conveyor loaders. They arc residuary pro- 
visions and deal with unspecified categories of other workers 
as mentioned in Para 600 of Lhe Original Award, m that para 
126 of the Labour Appellate Decision specifically deal® witn 
all loaders whether they load coal into the tubs, mine cars 
or Conveyors, Para 126, therefore, deals with ail Conveyor 
Loaders whether they load by baskets or by shovels. In this 
view, Para 600 of the Award read with Para 164 of the 
Labour Appellate Tribunal decision, will not govern conveyor 
loaders who load by shovels. Para 126 of Labour Appellate 
Tribunal decision is dear and Para 1 11 read with Para 126 
ot I .abour Appellate Tribunal decision makes the position 
crystal clear that para 141 applies to all Conveyor Loaders, 
whether they load coal by baskets or by drovcls. 


26 I may mention that Shrl Singh placed before me some 
statements of M.W.15 and W.W.6, referred to in Para 130 
ot the decision of Labour Appellate Tribunal, in order to 
show that Conveyor Loaders who load coal to Conveyor bells 
by shovels were not in the picture before the 'I ribunal. Hut 
in mv opinion, we have to look to the Award itself based on 
liuch and other evidence. T cannot go behind the Award 
and review it or modify it, even if there be such a contin- 
gency, although in the present case there is none 

27 Another objection taken by Sri Singh was to the refe- 
rence itself on the ground that the reference has become m- 
fructuoua because it has been terminated under Seition 1J|0>. 
in as much as, the Mine Workers' Federation gave notice as 
rcciuircd by Section 19(6), to terminate the award in January 
1961 and, therefore, it was submitted that the .subratum ot 
the ’reference has disappeared. In reply, it was contended 
that the Majumdar Award, as modified by Labour Appellate 
Tribunal decision, is still In force, because the original award 
was iriven on 26-5-1956 anil it was modified by Labour Appe- 
llate Tribunal on 29-1-1957 and the present dispute ra taken 
up iii January 1958, which led LO the present reference to ihi. 
Tribunal on 1-3-1960. It was, therefore argued that before 
the expiry of a Lotal period of thiec years, as mentioned m 


Section 19(3), the dispute arose, and, therefore, it ’has not be- 
come infructuous and its subratum has not disappeared, 

On the above facts, it appears to me that the reference ha* 
not become infructuous, because before the award spent its 
force, the present dispute arose and on the basis of tne Name 
the present reference was made. In thctie circumstances, in 
my opinion, there is no substance In this objection. 

28. Sri Singh took another objection to the effect that accor- 
ding to the written statement of the Indian National Mine 
Workeis’ Federation and Colliery Mazdoor Union, Para 141 
of the Labour Appellate Tribunal decision Is clear, and, there 
is no ambiguity nor does it give ris c to any doubt that may 
require any clarification, and, therefore, the reference under 
Section 36A on this ground also has become infructuous. In 
support of this contention Sri Singh relied on a decision of 
the Supreme Court in the Kriloskar Oil Engines Limited 
Vs. Its workmen 1962-11 Supreme Court Journal 24B-19G1-I- 
L.L.J.675, referred to before, in which His Lordship, 
Gajendragadkar J, speaking for the Court, while pointing out 
the limitations of the scope of an enquiry under Section 36A 
of the Act, at page 678 of 1901 II. L.L.J. 675, observed: 

“A piocceding contemplated bv Section 36 A Is not a pro- 
ceeding Intended to enable the Tribunal to review 
or modify its own order; it is intended to enable the 
Tribunal only to clarify the provisions of its award 
where a difficulty or doubt arises about interpre- 
tation of the provisions.” 

In my opinion, para 111 rightly raised a doubt about its 
Interpretation as to whether the directions contained Lherein 
applied to conveyor loaders, because of the ahsence of a Specific 
mention of the word ‘Conveyor Loader’ therein. In this view 
of the matter, 1 think the present reference under Section 36A 
was rightly made. 

29. For lhe reasons given above, on the awards as they are 
and on the farts and circumstances placed before me, I hold 
that Para 126 of the decision of the Labour Appel- 
late Tribunal is clear and unambiguous, and therefore, 
quiLe dearly, the directions contained In para 141 of the 
Labour Appellate Tribunal decision are applicable not only 
lo Conveyor Loaders, who load coal by baskets, as is the case 
of and as is admitted by the employers, but also to those con- 
veyor loaders, who load coal by shovels, on to the conveyor 
belts, and, that there is no difference between them, and that 
none of the two awards has made such a distinction or classi- 
fication, as tried to be made out by the employers. 

30. The result, therefore, is lliaL the reference is answered 
in the affirmative in favour of Llic workmen concerned by 
bolding that the directions contained in Para 141 of the said 
decision of Lhe Labour Appellate Tribunal are applicable lo 
Lhe Conveyor Loaders, whether they load coal on to the con- 
veyor bell® by basket or by shovels. 

31. This is the award which I make and submit to llic 
Genital Government under Section 15 of the Act, 

CAMP PATNA, 

The lilt March, 1963. (Scl.) Raj Kishork pRVSAn, 

Presiding officer, Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal, 

Dhatibad. 

P R. NAYAR, Under Secy. 




